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1 Introduction
RAN4 send LS R4-2103144 [1] to RAN2 and asking some question regrading to SUO capability. The paper discuss how to reply the RAN4 LS.

2 Discussion
The current SUO capability (singleUL-Transmission) is signalled per BC. However, there may be multiple supported UL pairs in a BC. As a consequence, if the SUO capabilities is different from different UL pairs, the single capability value per BC seems not enough to indicate the difference. This is question raised in RAN4 LS R4-2103144 [1]. 

RAN4 would like to inform RAN2 that the UE capability singleUL-Transmission is reported per band combination and may not be sufficient for UE to indicate dual UL in one UL CC pair and single UL in another CC pair in one band combination. RAN4 agree that it is left to RAN2 on whether and how to resolve this issue.

Similar issue is discussed in last meeting and the following conclusion is made in RAN2
· [010] It is mandatory to report singleUL-Transmission field for BCs where only single switched UL transmission is allowed as defined in TS 38.101-3.
· [010] For UE with earlier version, if singleUL-Transmission field is not included in a BC where only single switched UL transmission is allowed, the network may ignore the BC. 
· [010] No need to add a related note in CR for the proposal 3.
· [010] No Modification to the tdm-Pattern.
· [010] The BCs that have different singleUL-Transmission capabilities shall be reported in different BCs, no spec change is needed.

We therefore think that RAN2 could confirm RAN4 that the limitation to report SUO. The UE cannot indicate dual UL in one UL CC pair and single UL in another CC pair in one band combination. However, current ASN.1 allow the UE to report the BC twice in this case. UE could report different supported UL pairs and different singleUL-Transmission value in two BC entry. This may result in higher signaling overhead but we think optimization for this is not critical. 

Proposal 1: RAN2 confirm that singleUL-Transmission could not indicate dual UL in one UL CC pair and single UL in another CC pair in one band combination. UE shall report this kind of BC twice with different supported UL pairs and different singleUL-Transmission value. RAN2 does not intent to have further optimization on this.

A draft LS based on above discussion is provided in [2].

3 Conclusions	
Base on the discussion in section 2, we propose the following: 

Proposal 1: RAN2 confirm that singleUL-Transmission could not indicate dual UL in one UL CC pair and single UL in another CC pair in one band combination. UE shall report this kind of BC twice with different supported UL pairs and different singleUL-Transmission value. RAN2 does not intent to have further optimization on this.
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